1. The authors should include the literature's related to current smoking and intention to initiate smoking among children and adolescents in Hong Kong.
2. Briefly mention on human theory related to intention such as Theory of Reasoning action or Theory of Planned behaviour should be included in the introduction.
3. The introduction lack of Cohesion in the flow, kindly re-write.
Methodology.
1. Please include the illustration on how the sample size was determine in the text.
2. Consent from the parent/guardian and respondents were not available in the text.
3, Kindly show the statistical test ( eg. Hosmer-Lemeshow analysis) to determine the Multivariable logistic Model is fit.
Discussion.
The author/s should include more discussion in the text, compare it to the previous studies and explained in detail on each of the finding in the study. R1. We agree with the comment and included the literatures related to smoking initiation among children and adolescents in Hong Kong in the second paragraph of the introduction as followed: "Studies in Hong Kong also shows that parental smoking, exposure to secondhand smoke at home and overestimation of peer smoking prevalence were prospectively linked to youth smoking initiation.[11,12]" C2. Briefly mention on human theory related to intention such as Theory of Reasoning action or Theory of Planned behaviour should be included in the introduction.
REVIEWER
R2. We included a brief description of the Theory of Planned Behaviour and its implication on youth's intention to initiate smoking in the final paragraph of the introduction as followed: "The Theory of Planned Behaviour postulates that behavioural intention precedes the actual behaviour [29] , as have been observed in youths intended to initiate smoking.[9,30]"
C3. The introduction lack of Cohesion in the flow, kindly re-write.
R3. We apologize for any potential confusion we might have caused. Substantial changes in the introduction session were made. Since the introduction was relatively long with addition of new contents following your suggestions above (C1 and C2), we removed the last 4 sentences in paragraph 2 to promote better transition from paragraph 2 to paragraph 3. As paragraph 3 and 4 share the same purpose of illustrating the role of family relationship in youths smoking initiation, we combined the 2 paragraphs and added an introductory sentence in the beginning of the paragraph for clearer flow. For the last paragraph, we re-wrote some of the sentences for brevity without changing their original meaning.
The current structure of the introduction is as followed: Paragraph 1 -Introducing the importance of addressing youth smoking in China. Paragraph 2 -Reviewing the literature on family-related risk factors of youth smoking initiation to underscore the importance of family in youth smoking. Paragraph 3-Describing and reviewing the literature on the role of family relationship in youth smoking initiation to identify the literature gap. Paragraph 4 -Introducing the benefit of studying determinants of smoking in Hong Kong; providing theoretical support of using intention to smoke as an outcome measure; and stating the objective of the study.
Please kindly refer to the manuscript for details of changes.
C4. Please include the illustration on how the sample size was determine in the text.
R4. We recruit as many students as possible given the budget to yield a small SE to increase precision of our estimates (e.g. prevalence [SE] of smoking intention in secondary students = 11.83 [0.0038]%). Nevertheless, we realized the original texts did not clearly inform the sampling methods of the students. We therefore add a sentence to explicitly state how the students were selected from the enumerated schools as follow: "All grade 4-6 primary students and grade 7-12 secondary students in the selected schools were selected."
C5. Consent from the parent/guardian and respondents were not available in the text.
R5. Thank you for your kind reminder. In the Study design section, we added more detailed information on how we obtained passive parental consent, which was approved by the local ethnic committees, as followed: "Invitation letters were sent to their parents via the students for passive consents, where declining parents asked the student to return an empty questionnaire."
C6. Kindly show the statistical test (eg. Hosmer-Lemeshow analysis) to determine the Multivariable logistic Model is fit.
R6. We have conducted the F-adjusted mean residual goodness-of-git tests (a variant of the HosmerLemeshow analysis that account for the complex survey design and weighting) for all multivariable regression models, which yielded P values ranging from 0.10 to 0.82, indicating satisfactory models fit given our very large sample sizes. The results was reported in the Statistical analyses section as followed: "The F-adjusted mean residual goodness-of-fit tests verified that all adjusted logistic regression models have satisfactory fit (P = 0.10 to 0.82).
[39]"
C7. The author/s should include more discussion in the text, compare it to the previous studies and explained in detail on each of the finding in the study.
R7. We value your suggestion. However, we afraid we would not be able to conduct thorough comparison with previous findings as there has been exceedingly little related work. Our literature search identified only one similar study evaluating the role of family harmony in youth ever smoking in Wuhan, China, which has been included in the discussion and described early in the introduction. We also believe that our findings on the role of interparental relationship and family happiness in youth smoking intention were novel, where comparison with prior research was not possible.
C2. The discussion section should include more detail and in depth discussion on family relationship and adolescents smoking , in which there is a lot of literature had discussed on this aspect especially from developed countries, although there is cultural deference between Asian and Western countries. The "Quality" of the paper will be enhanced and benefit with "inclusion" of those literature in the discussion section.
R2. Thank you for your suggestion. In the first paragraph of the discussion, we added a statement that our findings were consistent with research on family relationship and smoking initiation in other cultures with references and a description of our contribution to existing literature as followed: (page 10, line 13 to 20) "The result for family harmony is consistent with that of the small cross-sectional study on family disharmony and ever smoking in Chinese adolescents in Wuhan, [25] and studies in other cultures that generally show family conflict is predictive of youth smoking initiation [21] [22] [23] 39] . Our study contributes to previous research by showing that the association may be dose-dependent and extending the understanding of interparental relationship, an understudied family factor, as a significant determinant of youth smoking initiation." Thorough descriptions on how family relationship, in particular interparental relationship, may contribute to youth smoking initiation through psychosocial and neurocognitive processes based on existing studies have been covered in the 3rd and 4th paragraphs of the discussion section respectively. (page 10 line 54 to page 11 line 36)
